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1, batpadast yen 


this papey as a Prelindagy peoport ot @ pet stidy com epngag Che fps 
pichcy and Types of advertighs = semantic and stmachupad = ga dae saiples of 
sehen aid apple coategarany aritish daglish, Pt was vatpied aut wychin 


the tranewark af the tesearch projet Paplich it) dpe ahd baatis 5 ar? under 


taken in part as a pedagogical esperinent whase aim was ta 
dictivaly and ePiting shilje of Seeijsh thind-tem onicrpradaates jn the tng: 
Vish depapinent of Uppoala Uintaepsity, (Cf, Tottie et ab 19ed,) dhe pedagog= 
teal aspects of the eaperineat ape accountes for cdsevhere in Chis volume 
faltenbere & lottie), In atat follows, Pt shal} concentrate on the outcome of 
the scholarly etdeayours of my students ja the aicva of taghish adverbial) as= 
age. OF hevessity, my goals were Linited = firstly, by the amaant of time 
allotted ta the writing of tem papers, and secondly, by the Jack of Sophls - 
fication of py aspiring but incaperionced assistant jmvestigators, 

The impetus ¢f thie work was Naval Crystal's article “Neglected grant j- 
Cal factors in conversational tnghish', padidished in tusa jn Studies in_fag- 
ish Vinguistics for Randolph Quirk, Crystal’: main point in this article as 
that caredal empirical stadp of specinens of spobco fanguage WIT) prove ver= 


hi Yo ase The gpa 


tain efamtatical foctore ty be “rather more central" retions than js usually 
pointed out jn Linguistic accounts (cf, op cit, piel), 

One of the “neglected catecparios” pointed to bv Crystal is the class of 
adverbials, and he domanetrates their importance in teems of frequency and 
integratica into clause structure, in a specimen c surreptitiously recanded 
spontaneous cunversation.® Crystal shows that in his sanple containing 40 
Clauses, 246, or $9t, contain an adverbial. If intraductory clauses of the 
Hype le said... are excluded, the proportion riscs to 66%, Crystal also 
shows that V70/420, or ¢ 406 of the clauses have adverbials that are either 
syntactically ar semantically ebligatery, whereas the adverhials are opt fonal 
ely in ahout 20%, These preportians aanflict with the usual treatment 
of adverbials in grammars, whore they are mostly treated as eptional elements 
of clause structure, On the Vasis of his findings, Cryetal suggests that Eng- 


2 BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


o.. 
ERIC 


3 


fast xdaure styuctupe anadd tee hetted desi tibed by means pf a pide of the 
pore 

Cause Re Yr WP AP 
WANA Optienad dedetgon of tin adyrrt qdaase, Ua ty Me standard Teed ac: 
Het predudjag Ads, 

fe prdjom with Crpstal’s atticde as that although he wom aagdngdy stews 
the IPOH enc] af adpertials aa interme) domestic camersatian ond Uhies cane 
pir oupports the cave fet eppdedial ctiely, Chere je ne cangadiecw with 
atytten satediad cot thus na taegs fog a cab (hat atyeatdals = at dndes 4 
ether @rotmatical factors > ape fete centta) En speech Uhsa in weitdbg, Sah 
a c)ait, seems tpdacdt dA the Gtle af the articde, A comparison wit wi lon 
inghish is clwjously imgerative if we wisn ta sabstanthate enthed the c]ain 
that advethials ape mere dngottant aa eonera) Ga terms ef Preganey aad 
qategratian gta cdauke etyne ture, Gp Diet hey are more aqren tant an COMVET = 
sation than in written Janguage, 

Although there afe many Ureataents of adverts atd advethials in tents of 
semantic type, placemend, ele, arpy few quantitative studies have teon car 
tied out.” Ebegand 1978, ja his study of the syntactic styatune of a 128, 000% 
word subset of the Brown Corpus of American thalish, aves provide Some inter= 
esting quantitative data, which can be sapwarized as ja table 12 


neces ‘erence Eee ger ee a eset cots oe cere cee ree ee ete 


Tyre of itator hentone Wanker AN} 
adverbial categs 
fer 10000 Causal V3.9 : 2 M44 
clayses — Nonecausal Sth na 6.3 na,9 
Totals 69,9 6,4 6,7? cB) 
Per 100) Clausa} 19,4 . 3 9,9 
vanis Nonec}ausal 78,6 8,9 a.0 mt 
Jotals oa 8,9 7,3 ito? 


Table 1, The frequency of adverbials in 128 000 wonds uf jouralisa, pepular 
fiction, literary essays, and scientific test (in equal propertians) 
taken fron the Browns Corpus. Cf. Cilends 1 197831, §0 and 42, tables 
SA, ISA and 154, 

Table shows that there is, an Ellegand's wmterial, an average of 64,9 


nan-<clausal and 14.1 clausal adverbials per 100 clauses, or in al), 83 adver= 
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bials per 160 cdouoes, AM fret glance, ten, HY would see aa dy ihefe are, 
if anything, more adycrthia}s ger edause §8 wFitton that 18 spoken aaterial 

7 of the £9 = G6) prisntded by Frpatal, Bol Ue vemparioay 98 protjemat yi: 
Fiyst of a), Crystal speals only of Clauses thal “vantain an adyerhias" 
C10 161), bat dues non specify stethey he means just one ahiveahia), oF at 
Jeaet one adyertya), and ef vane thepe ds aa vay of Telling how Che adked 
hials jn Bolegaid’s material are dpstpihuted, Aether probjem is Uwe hetero: 
gencaty of bilegaed's aateria), which camlajns oresyuasted Piition with com: 
iefrationa) passages, Profistdy of dese japeitance de the fact that Pilegded's 
wFiTen ales ia) catojats of Anetican tmedich, although bdeal}y of course, 
specuimenis af the sae wartety should be compared, ta spite af these problems, 
femenrey, Hilegted’s stata can ceetajaly be piteneted as saat tag Ube higaas 
thesis of the “inpottance’ ef adverbiale in written as weld as spoken Inghish, 

Anotney dAteresting questyan ahayt which daatie seamed Ga de ww wes 
Ure relation between adyetiia) meaning atl strsclute, Guigh et 9) (19521430), 
after painting owt that adverbial functpotis can he palized by a range of 
sta tures, go ek fo say: “Although it bp truce Uhat same adverhiad Funct jes 
can be gealized by the whole range of stpactures, others ate chiefly mea}izet 
by only certayy structures,” loweyer, although there are scattered references 
fa the qvatitative relationship between the function and fom af advcrbials 
fesp pp azof, 471, and 753), Quire et a) give Ha precise statements concep: 
bag frequencies ef types, and nothing is said about differences betwoon spo» 
dey and wryttion inglish, 

If we wish to study the distribution of structural aad somantic types of 
adyethials iA coyercation and written daghish, we get ne help from Crystal, 
this bei2 outside the sic of Kis apticle, aad aaly Jinited infemation 
from Hilegind, whe provides only the distin tions shown in table U, vs? inte 
elausal aad non-clausa), and inte major, cepience, and namer adverbials, 
Gustareson 1982, ute works with exactly the sane material as tHeeard, pro 
vides a detailed suxjaosification of aderbjals jata semantic and funcional 
categories based on Quisk ef a} 1972, ch @, but as Gustaisson's concern is 
with topicalization, she gives data on propted aberhials only, and we can 
RQt asoumne that Ube same distributions hald for fronted adyerbials as fas 
adversials in gencral, 

12 thas seomd worthhije fa nabe a comparative study of adverhjals 45 
spoken and written Frglish with regard to tbeir frequency and the distribus 
tions. stnateval and semantic types. Spontaneous comersation and inferma- 
tive prose were chosen as prototypical of each variety (cf Tattie et a) 1983; 
40). Britieh Laglish was chasca as the tarect variant because of the availa« 
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BIN Of the dordonsd und fetpe ef Spoken tinged det a) atid ate Let otey: 
Bele bergen Ceypus at aad ien hegtish dite, fhe pertzoudad Peete used g9 
This Staady were Tedon From the Map! aeons behen ded fia The pene oh 
PROJET TAgI ad JA Speech afd bedding tome Tattge 44 0} deeds 42 and bod, Me 
estan h war vigantiod ta Fl ata a oherteay wedlctpiaduate Sonphead a Abe 
Repeniwant ef Fagdioh at tigpseda tiaceegtp Of Aljendeeg & tattye, Chis 
wopumel, where each stidert wes ta qpend fare weebe BN of} anh theab joapeee, 
tak pfigdokt ehadyied sot wopde ef Speen Pogdieh and Sand wente if weit ten 
tagbish, AY The Witent of wtdipng, five stidlonts eye campdetead Chepe wed ty 
at the weteg gas te the acdongited Poy Ga atint Foddone: thus covede 0 cad weyee 
Ht POO vepde of Gach earpety, dea jeom the rol fiwpag feate:! 


HAC SRW, SP, 926, 2,9, Ded 
MB: Bo teats (Pressi edgteeiad) 64, 67, e9, 44, 47 
Cfest rece: dey gewe) OE 
F tests (Populep tere) G1, 74, 11 
G teats dhebjes lettpes, bjogeapdy, eeteye) Ot, ob, 47, 73 


The €Vaorificatyon ef adverbia}e Je an awersmappeing Terk even ty eapen ys 
enced Pinguists, wad va order ta mabe the uadeytebing at a}} feasitie to ay 
siiglents, fo had fa mabe a number af simplifications, we hased our cJerepfir 
EATERS Best dy an Quprh & Cyoendaye UIT with, same adnate of Che Upelogy 
af Svertwik @ Seger 1978, those being te Efanmmars Unet the coudemts were 
famitnar with, Like Crpstal ated EMogted, we fanited our dvest gation 1s 
fave? adyerbiale as clawe temistglaents, cecludang wodigiers, Thus, examples 
of type (1) were dcjuded, but Ael These of type (2): 


(1) te frightened me Lereibly 
(2) | was fereibly frightoned 


loweaach, Comparative Clauses wete regardad not as madifiets but as advep= 
bjals, In contrast to Hi legard (1970780) aad Quie® et a} C1972 TED, Advege 
bial particles as parts af phrasal verhs were aot inc laded, 

we dacidad to count disjuwts, coajurcts and adjuncts, but (9 wate a doe 
Veiled study only of Une adjuncts, This category was further suc lassifiod 
inte Ube semantic categories of place, Line, process (including monser and 
jnstiment adverdjals a5 well as subject adjuncts), and degree, Ja these we 
added a regbag calrgory af ‘ether adjueuts’, Oks fer stert, a cover tern for 
adjuncts of purpase, Cause, Cone ssion, Comperison,and a sma}l amber ef 
really diffioult. cases, This measure was adopted partly ovt of axessity, 
partly bevause Uese types were mot nimerically significant if taken indi 
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aacgad dy. daedeheee et ded qede be dled ab a ead cud egiody sie big ate 
adsune te ted Gade vd wf 9857 -RFp Wed Bet pad d he ae eengtad pod aaypd ede ge 
we Aer Of fed He geieibadad des ef tbe dated aadiad ia Pted ade abd ederd hay 
HH Ae acon an p See 

(hid ated boty ce fasta der inh tn sinimedaied as ae fag 4- 


hasiaiu ds 


Adverhaade 


ey eb thane! # Gerilibe Ae 


wderataets vids 
Cy ach 
bag 8. Cdorsafde ota of adveatiabe. 
Mids dasradpeetioas Ge stave tured Peper was nak aecurd ing MO Quah et ad 
{ADP ALC WIG The sae Tegies Tasted Te doe pth ate att roused cee Pad wii 


fe aaned ated 2 rei des! 


N Adveataad pita ane Het 

7 Peeypesat sind pha ene an deren 

a NOT Tt adc AMSS pring 

Le aH «dase wtera we Hadhh 

AK Morag: Fade bene Rayang saad Was 

sae Veohtess clause Magy aah, Me ot Jeg 


Che of the greatest problem: we faced was chaospyg the iat of ahadysds 
ARIUS HCH To Helate The frequency of advertaats, Cryriad, an exper goncnd 
JaAQUsst wobhang Math a very Dangted pateraad, anaisted his sped ames of 
CMVefaation Jota Clauses, We wend have Jphad ta foddow auat bat had to 
abandon the poocodipe sgmpjy tea aune Uhe ctademts foukd at sa dadfacou)a te 
take dacjsiois coneepning Uhe spoken metey da) hat achgevang aby bond of 
amiform sjaunad analysis of our much darger Retetiad woutd have token ap 
fod wad of Ue available tine, laztegd, weohad to teseat to the aethad of 
Pelating the sweourroce of adycrtsads ta the total numer ef words eqanined, 
This ds an eapedjont meanute, and btrgestang pet nc, Ma a fed} s wa ache 
ang of the fatpo of adyoyhaals peg cdaunc, 

fnethes prohjem was to decide how te cam advettials, Gur olscy wae Hem 
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Ay jucdete pe ineiy ne peeedtde, ae, FH 1, ne coda eta ate muedyese 
wt A wets an Noe wr addtied oe OF toe adeerhsede, oa0h Sa Meme ptt we 


# pape gl domed grordiedsgaed ot Cate ws er ah dilapidated yal - 
429 de et ted La we cate Gy eH - 


fiw dyer whawkiad wiederse wee een whaiecia a qietratie, aoe ofa oe eles 
ered aae dipleath de. 04 cad. 


1) de tein, tte Hed ted dew ate, 
Hbad esas weeded oe nls wade nite Ss ed et awe ache bande at i Go. 
ty tHe f i ; ae _ 
Ati The added daa ady sed owe sed y. 


Vt Aeow wer Toa prae 64 we preps sage oh ow fue of oor tandod whiayhinde, 


Atay eye coded ae ome, Howey Cb (65. 


ced Medes Be gue oy dy 


Nod sfewsgun daddy, we tend A9gF add bes BH Abed aepudstaay Heda pyeqoea: 
Hiopied ebiade wid whowkiaje, Br Fpdegbad tar ysesud and ene Cte 9 gy Fa be 
dnpiotrdtde Fo diay ane deed and Peet dater ay itir eros, ad seb uptsan ot 4 
pap at Mote oh ew Bad ao tre ot gate, Tair, of the yoddowang xodoncer, we 
edeseatscad (7) wud (54 as praporad sone) ofhsecte, Ba (8) ad (409 ae ached: 
boade- 


(UF me Cow Ranad HS Thang Le Uae abrend 
183 We VoWA AG hae GATOR Nol & FRG OMe de da patie 


(2) De SF ge HAT es Spm Ae ed gi 
qie) They eA ed vgs a HGS 


the Peljodiele For vet deciazone war Uhet aad aS} have wc desady apne 
Abed decay tet Cy and C2) ste aot, 

Recttwes sonata of att hod dy wae emppestdase «ih ae, lake, ond Than, sider 
Baia ® ethan ye Bey of datiepernt types of comelayedaane (19h e tosgy Rye 
é Jaden Meese pene prayed a unetud feards fer au wort 
Zo Moaadts 
“A, The frequency af adverbseds, 

Ne toad fraquetcy of advevbials of 02} Uses, conjumets, apejuncts, and 
APE 1e Get being acceuntad fox faparetedy) Gn The ngoken and afst ten supe 
pice GS od ®) Gs shown a cade 2.) 

We gue inet Ve Lota} aaher oo advertpade do higher gn 5 than gn ws MA? 
ws PP, oF FMS we U9,$ pws LE ponds, Dieguicds ae HO Mode TreqeotT 
dn S Then oR: PE2 aw Th, et TNFa A ee NHI weeds, This de net aterapercds 
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Gopicetite dae tide tine de Abdo de and Aq 
sed ded 
S aeAwde as; yes ot oh aBay 
Have SALE gyant che aie qa.4 Ate 34.> anet 
W tetqde ib = AMOR itd yeh 
Bete AHI perk dle $3 3 tae rH wrt 


fabde f, Wadadd Gaedaatrad ens of dagzedend Aypuig os agliatande tis De: dette cloe 
ed peer abel got et Ha gdb CS kal Ba Ke GS Ut evodde auth 


p¥ette od fete ke Ess 


P&E Sage ESS ae &, ee 7557 


aa FHP mee pss : # 

we tA ed Feta gia te Hate qd Table onddng ee Med Peas wea duane 
Were ease de Ea SD Mak Ae WF BTS coped ent @ att: FOR aM, Whed Thae iene 
A Sem oF Ae Daag wt aide dh ptt doedad of adweaiele an gomded 
gre) adeee be das eacdt Be nae, dna €4 nee Fiewatdiec Wet ste naMRe aT 
Reais SH te S aeteaaed a: maghes (has ay ® cae Rew hee ealion taglagh, 
PRY LE Ee Heed eh Ao eR Ded gad Se TAN Aa bn neler tinygd anh 
ted ye Ghete AUNTY, We Bey Mwlalote ited tad the ahted of Ptodae lar jes 
AIK weeds de dewey ob ® han bu Ss cee Aldentuwg, thes we lad, awed eves 
$e, Viet Me aderebiadster daw retaa ney tet te ae agddewma an > aad # 
#2 Me Helden oF advebiade pea HO werd, MGe be Cheetdy a edie owe ted 
BEY eM br Heer befede we ca est dash Whe facts, 

Me Rey Capers Vhe Fading, of Wye prose’ Moy 9D AMicine prenena en) ty 
Ridnghed ATH ond CHpetad As, Chet tated Mapas fob atucebiade an ® ae Fyhe, 
oo HI, D get AI) words, coppeiad wth Pideghede 40,7 auepaue, da ae dagsgs 
amd to rapdadn tw anc ampancy betwaon Dideghrs?s eyetape and was, to age 
OTT TT Gan de acenmtad tor ty the prone of colagery & toede (pep at 
Hala) an Palnghed’s sande, N kets hove a mh highey a aden’ of caper 
83843 y Cdadné} adyverhands Vem the other Ceteyotaos icf t2depara Anvei3a, ad, 
AP, Abies YA, USA, ond 15H), Te NX tepte eve 37,9 adverhaals prea Tilo 
words, Whetiae Ie fyanei des dot Ue ottied Lott csingedes abe wonedders 
ubjy joweds BR tepts 907,797, G vente 437,7, and 3 toets Geared and ac pontatac 
wejting) 407 ataeytaele gee 20 aerds, Che Sample contented aeoal ener) 
PRAIA GN: Lotngondes Band C tet net category OO, atd Tle peat wee 
2 and G teete, 04 maght Ueredore pootiqns hie boon expected fo 74d} Sayer 
hese tetemom 102 and AN? advephiade per VO) weeds, oF apd 140, 9 camot 


8 


@ 


ERIC 


JA Fuirtoxt Provided by ERIC 


r Ree ba 


opted reqdasy Fle Aadtegee ae gn dayne 2, 4 Teddsend tha cae ad sac 
sbpdee we Pade g head ah Fed we dae Dadlaed ae a Peed aedtnd ginddine dee day 
QW aaah Gea gerade anon ot Ate ate Papert ts de Adee hae eat ae gid dope 
ed Qevelpioth 54 8 ved oi bateRe Hd ate dbdada, wave we diye Huse betel He de Paced dae t 
Ajve BW atrapeanes Ate dated ahadtaed satan tikeghed Gd atten and thdvghid 
ape drag. We fioreabadady ed Gtads ta day a dane Haddedines so dhe Ta eQeinies 
ad atuath dade Gh bss dah vl Ae de dn depth aan Pade d a obi 

Decoded Brno Hed qa ote netihaas Fede ad Cheated ay da aah fees TG onda, 
HY HY ET OF OFT gltiere Tee erte Reta od tected ele pec Uttite | tet pled trite 
ARNON Atintb Ee od eck a, THe Fay AMT Ade dean de acme dada ond TP fri te ate 
ef cepa ad Sone NINE Md Rh OT dee Med eed ot cceptna dg ad aepei arpa tb ded a | 


greedy Ht We qyedete (Ate digo) Se tn ered age Heerdidl oh CUeed atin § 


fade 9 we AAGAg pede Fe by. 


a PELE etal, OF: adder eande goa Fr; SSaR rie SST) Syriac fa 
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Feed Ta pesia Adages shed PNG T gage TRAE Seepage cchot ad Ue shge dan pueda Fe 
Ate Zed ANd Caged ed Gerer med Sea Tette etaanee Sipe daop ing me eile st apse 
siteptag Ase epamy dey | Wi da pert de epee ty SVig tebe gretee Pepe Ae ae ed grein dag Ase 
Ashe d wdeepbaed For pore cd demad oAsbanes © oct Ate aietet aed wd CH gifptue « 
Mano, at ay aot edad ghd hes Caerdad diy Deedes te ee a ada ead A oie 
red aye dh Oded ed pete deigeddie a eet Sede aaa sede et hoe died ed oad, 
asthe telvernd ate eter oo Ate ovenend cher - 

Ae pyr Jananeds atone Sear wes cate teh bagteds te Shae Fae tae athowwa sani Bond 
HAL OEPTE af Capea nee WetwwO SossesaWd hate ad Fete. Qe aede we Gear 
Teskdy ou of Ue Rost edadee hope daomed cetigodier, detsiudtds ku tebe sage 
Fede peas. tied aceite rtd gaa Stage Hetd Ate ae Fee Hee Greed cp Sheed omes 
Hetil Batic and Ged ag ame He te eadad, of Sndeed poms atds , 

Led wie Drew eed Fey cevsadet Ahe ie Adee of Sha tected and nenmardie Asher 
ef ads as AR ann cw Hite ded, 


eos 


Fors Me came sf nematode ad etauctaread tUrper of asunder, 

fable A ggace a oemes tated aden of Whe tetedr of noma andl sha Teed 
Tapes of added s Gn deb mI, aon ar wedd ar ehaadon. 1 gues dae 
TaQahos wr WeTT ge Hyeagueinedesr at sa Pt tuted and soe ge Ce ayes ger ged Taki 
Herd, 

VAowe adel de compare The Gisdaghdoean of nome de cetepoudger ob standard 
Asqes of adder ts Qn 3 BR, we cath Clemae Heteeem Fee Gatderend meanabes, 
Re 
WS sage r Tad Bae eye Ca oped Sid enaed ded y Sibi td aerae seatdbda ays 
phased ge pohartages, Tee fore Mennete ge ah dbaedute ates HM ted de ae 
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; “hing / 
Diggers {pg cites Sar eree a ‘Meg baie wit e415 tities 
qresd dhe 
wt yas es tik sip tut mani ED O& 
th Ted! Ade me ny $2 beet 7? 6 
4 3 ag te Le : tle Lob 
ro TH mes ones ° s 5 NS i Ves ate 3 
Wt q 4 on . ie nt 4 
NEC 3 oy > 4 nel aH 
hdd wet: “ee vid ao wie rhs 
Hoag / ANE qveste 355 45 bod Stog ae F th 
Yat ar Ls: 3 KF Li ae ean 74b 
te ex? Ait ane a: 3° tees Wt 
Al ? “4 va + sh eS 3.8 
» *% * #4 44 * Bn aby at 
Mtk % 34 ay . A a4 4 
ihe 4 7 ; t 14 ae t 
nis Thy clerd He wy Lead NOM 
Saag HAIN avert, fd > Hy ani t4 ais *¢.4 


fatde 3. chasadd 24274 atuanon oz WaT Sek etd ET ee Feb « ra egiedtar of agate 
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selection from text S.1.1): 458 in S, 42% ia W. Prepositional phrases (like 
at the moment, after that, from the twenty-ninth of June, to the cighth of 
July /S.1.1/) are mmners-up: 24% in S, 30% in ®. Novn phrases (next year, 
last _Keinesday, this week... /S.1.1/) are proportionately more frequent 

in S than in W: 20% vs 7%. Finiie clauses account for low but similar pro- 
portions in S and W: 10% vs 9% (cf examples like when we were setting that 
kind of question /S.1.1.1176/, while those questions survive /S.1.1.1071/...). 
Non-finite clauses are, again, unusual in both varieties, thouch proportion- 
ately more frequent in W (4%) than in S (1%). Verbless clauses are at the 
bottom of the list: .4% in cither varicty. 

About 85% of all process adjuncts are realized by either adverb phrases 
(like voluntarily, heavily, sharply, effectively... /B1S/) or prepositional 
Phrases (like by means of restrictions, without racial discrimination, with 
an air of triumph... /B 18/) in S as well as in W. APs are in the mijority in 
both varieties, although in somewhat different proportions (613 APs in S, 
49% in W, compared with 27$ PPs in S, 37% in W). All other structural types 
are represented, noun phrases and non-finite clauses being more common than 
finite or verbless clauses (6% MPs in S, 5% in W, 4% NFCs in either varicty). 

Adjuncts of degree are mostly realized by adverb phrases in S as well as 
in W (83% and 79%, respectively), the rest being mostly prepositional phrases 
(7% in S, 17% in &) and noun phrases (9% in S, 3% in WK). Clausal degree ad- 
verbials were almost entirely absent: only a single instance (1%) occurred 
in W. 

The “cther adjuncts" are mostly realized by cither adverb phrases or 
finite clauses (38% APs in S and 32% in W, 41% FCs in S, and 33% in W). The 
proportion of prepositional phrases is about the same in S and W (12% and 13%, 
respectively). NPs are rare: 1$ in S and 4% in W. 1f we look at the total of 
clausal OAs, including non-finite and verbless clauses, we see that they 
account for 48% of all OAs in S, and 50% in W. There is thus a strong - and 
expected - correlation between the semintic category of adjuncts expressing 
cause, concession, condition, and compsrison, and clausal forn. 

This correlation is brought out even more strongly by table 7, which shows 
the proportions of semntic categories distributed over the structural types 
of adjuncts. Again, the reader is referred to table 3 for actual frequencies. 
Table 7 shows that finite clauses are used almost exclusively as cither time 
adjuncts or as OAs (308 vs 658 in S, 218 vs 71% in Ww). Typical examples arc 
if he lives to see his Utopia come truc, once the British employment market 
begins to reach saturation point /B 15/. Non-finite clauses are used as time 
and process adjuncts, but occur etpecially in OA function (188, 20%, and 60%, 
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Place 228 118 «963% S98 10h 198 C) eb} 2% 68 - «tt 
Tine S28 3280-228 208) 708 48S SE 2S BS Th 27% 13s 
Process 12% 23% 7% 138 6t Tot WW S$ 20% 124 18s 13$ 
Degree 204 115 28 28 VS 4S - 5% - + - + 
OAs Yah 238 ot 7 28.21% «658 718 GOS GI S5% 69% 


n 1096 619 «841 831) = -220: 85) =. 262-202 45 101 Ww 16 


Table 7. The distribution of semantic categories over structural types 

of adjuncts in S and W. 
respectively, in S, and 21%, 12% and 61% in Ww). when set beside the existing 
structure /B 07/, by asking us to value old music /G 42/, and ... the 
liquidation of the firm to pay death duties /B 07/ are examples fron our 
corpus. Similar proportions hold for verbless clauses (27% time, 18% pro- 
cess, and SS% OAs in S, compared with 13% time, 138% process, and 69% OAs in 
W). It should be remembered, however, that the total number of verbless 
Clauses is very low, which means that these proportions mist be mecanlod with 
some caution. 

Tf we look at tho other structural categories, we see that adverb phrases 
are the most versatile type: although they mostly function as time adjuncts 
(32% in S as well as in W), they occur in between 10 and 20% in all functions; 
vf table 7 for details. Prepositional phrases and noun phrases, on the other 
hand, cach favour one particular semantic cate,ory: PPs occur mostly as 
realizations of place adjuncts (63% in S, 59% 2n 4), and much less frequently yy 
as any other type. Time adjuncts (228 in S, 20% in W) are the most frequent 
ones among the other catcgories, and except for 13% process adverbials in kK, 
there is a mere sprinkling (2 - 7%) of the other types. 

Noun phrases occur mostly as time adjuncts, this tendency being most pro- 
nounced in S (70%, compared with 48% in *) and obviously duc to the abundance 
of expressions like next week, this afternoon, this year, etc. (This is 
corroborated by research at the Survey of English Usage; Randolph Quirk, 
personal commmication.). NPs also serve as place adjuncts in similar pro- 
portions in S and W (10% vs 118). The other semintic categories are realized 
by NPs to very different extents: There are 6% process adjuncts in S but 16% 
in W,11% degree adjuncts in S but 4% only in W, and 2% OAs in S, but 21% in 
W. Notice, however, that the W proportions here are based on a much lower 
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mamber of instances than S, or 8S vs 220, and that the percentages may there- 
fore be somewhat uxertain. 


3. Conclusions and prospects 

We may sum up the results of our investigation as follows: In our two 
samples of 25 000 words cach of s,oken and written English, S and ®, adver- 
biuls were more frequent in S than in W: 156.5 per 1000 words in 5, comared 
with 89,5 in W. At least in part, this difference could be due to the higher 
inciderce of disfuncts and negative expressions in S. Table 2 shows that the 
frequcncy of not is higher in S than in W, and we have reason to suspect 
that other negative expressions are also more frequent in S than in W - cf 
Tottic 1982:89f. Whether there are also pore adverbials per clause in S than 
in © remains to be established, pending a breakdown of our material into 
clauses. 

The proportions of structural and semintic types are mostly similar in S 
and W, but there are som differences. Adverbs and adverb phrases and pre- 
positional phrases are the most common types in S as well as W, together 
accounting for almost 801 of all adjuncts in cither variety, but APs dominate 
in S (44%) and PPs in ® (451) - cf table S. Finite clauses represen’ Ht of 
the total in S as well as in ®; NPs are pore important in S (9%) than in ® 
(S$). Non-finite and verbless clauses occur in low proportions (S$ or less) 
in both varictics, but are twice as frequent in & as in S (cf table 5). 
These findings are supported by ongoing research at the Survey of English 
Usage (Randolph Quirk, personal comnmication). 

Most adjuncts express location in time or space (about 608 in both varic- 
ties), place adjuncts being somewhat more frequent than time adjuncts. Pro- 
cess adjuncts are more important in & (15%) than in S (9%), whereas the re- 
verse is the case with degree adjuncts. Expressions of cause, concession, 
condition, etc, account for c 17% of the adjuncts in cither variety. As 
Crystal points out (1980:165), these data may be compared with studies con- 
cerning language acquisition by children, where expressions of time and, 
especially, place are shown to be acquired at an carly stage. The studies 
quoted by Crystal are supported by Strickland 1962 (English) and Valiquctte 
1978 (French), quoted by Dubuisson et al 1981. The need for “locating lan- 
guage in time and spsce" is obviously present froa an carly st3ge and con- 
tinues to make itself felt in adults.” 

As I stressed at the outset, this is a preliminary report. The time lini- 
tetions imposed on our study precluded an exhaustive analysis even of those 
adverbials, i ¢ the adjuncts, that we paid most attention to, aad the mte- 
rial we already have at hand would certainly yield valuable insights if 
exanined more closely. The most obvious target for further research would of 
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course be the mticy category of “other adverbials", which needs to be broken 
down into more wll-definal semantic types. It would be particularly interest- 
ing to study the distribution of the various clausal OAs to aseertain the 
frequencies of causal, conditional, and concessive relations in spoken and 
written language (to the extent of course that these relations are expressed 
by means of adverbials, clausal or not).® A detailed examination of the ad- 
juncts of time, place, process, and degree would certainly also be rewsnding. 
Within the linited space at my disposal here, it has only been possible to 
account for structural types in the most general terns of frequencies and 
proportions, and to illustrate these by thin sprinklings of actual linguistic 
examples. It would presumably be revealing to study the actual lexical item 
which constitute these structures to determine important semantic substruc- 
tures. Thus it is obvious that e g place adjuncts can be divided into differ- 
ent types expressing either location at a point in space or direction to or 
fron one, and it would certainly be interesting to find out howe these types 
are distributed in spoken and written language, as wel] as the proportions and 
types of deictics (here, there) vs more specific aderbials (on the table, in 
London}. A ramber of the items classified as plow adjuncts also seem to have 
a “metaphorical” or abstract meaning, ¢ g at this point, in this connexion. 
Tt would be interesting to know the extent to which such expressions occur, as 
well as possible differences between spoken and written language. 

Finally, we left the mijor categories of disjuncts and conjuncts unaccounted 
for - a closer look at these would certainly be rewarding. 

In addition to studying types of adverbials in detail, it would also be 
interesting to know that proportion of written or spoken text is Bilely to 
consist of adverbials. The preceding account has only dealt with adverbials 
in terms of the frequency of individus) items, but not with their length. Ke 
did keep track of this factor, however, snd moreover, we classified adver- 

** te at different “levels. Adverbials are frequently enbedded in other adver- 
» as in (21): 


(31) After finishing carly that Monday, John left. 


It would be vacuous and misicading to state aerely that this seven-word 
sentence contains cight words of adverbjals (which it does, comting the uhen- 
clause, carly, and that Monday as separate units). We therefore decided to 
classify adverbials at two levels (cf Ellegini's notion of “Wepth", 1978:26 ff), 
level one consisting of adverbials not contained in other adverbials, and 
level two comprising adverbials within adverbials. When we analyze these data, 
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wo will be able ta establish what proportion of the total amount of txt 
consists of adverbials by including enly Jevel one items. 

What I have been able to show in this article is was merely the tip of 
an foeberg. However, I am confident that further empirical research in ube 
area of adverbial usage will prove fruitful and yield insights both into 
the workings of the fnglish languoge +» a whole, and of spolen and written 
varieties. These insights pronise to be of linguistic, pragmatic, and 
psychological interest, increasing our knowlalge of usage and use and giving 
us information conceming the constraints on Language production amd pro- 
cessing in different commnicative situations. 


NOTES 


1. I am gratefi to Professor Randolph Quirk for reading an early draft of 
this paper and then graciously giving me access to some unl i; results 
of ongoing research at Une Survey of English Usage, University College 
London, condermming adverbial usage. I am also deetly indebted ti Songt 
Altenberg for penetrating coments on many yital points, and for interesting 
discussions of method as well as matter, Most of all, 1 wish to thank my 

s » Nonica Berggren, Christina Carlsson, Naric Fagerberg, Karin ianmar- 
stig, Narita Johansson, and An-Charlotte Sandberg, for contributing enthu- 
Siasm and hard work to this project. Any remuining inadvertencies are my om 
responsibility. 

2. The material used consists of texts 1, 3, and 8 fron Crystal and Davy 
1975, @ total of thirteen minutes of comersation. After reneyving 120 minor 
sentences and comment Clauses, Crystal was left with 420 clauses to analyze 
for the purposes of his 1989 paper. Cf Crystal 1980: 150, fn 2. 


3. See ¢ g Bartsch 1972, Greenbaum 1969, Jacobson 1904 and 1978. Kramky 
1975 cxmines the das ra of occurrence of adverbs in fiction, plays and 
“special” Cie scientific) style but attomts no ful} coverage of the 
functional category of adverbials. 


4. LIC texts are 5000 words long, LOB texts 2000 words long. Only the first 
half of 8 07 was included. 


5. S and W refer to the samples used for this study, and the term spoken 

and written English are used for general reference. Although it is difficult 

to make explicit claims concerning the representativity of our corpora or 
les, it scems reasonable to assume that extrapolation from our samples 

is possible, 

6. Notice that the frequencies per 1000 words given for negatives in Tottic 

1982 are higher than the not frequencies in table 2 because Uhey comprise 

a wider range of itons. 


7. The fact that Dubuisson et al 1981 found a majority of manner adverbials 
in their elicited French data mst be duc to the fact that they asked their 
Subjects to write down rules for games. 


8. Many of these relations can ef course be expressed by other means, ¢ £ 
parataxis. Cf Altenberg, in press. 
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